S EX PARTE OR LATE FILED
Sulte 700
1020 Ninesteonth Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036
e . RECEIVED  1SRWEST
scen . bt S MR 3 150
Frwiogapest EFOERN, oo
e o
OFFE O Tt oM
March 31, 1994
DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGIVA
WRITTEN EX PARTE

Mr. William F. Caton

Acting Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room

Mail Stop 1170

Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: Gen. Docket No. 90-314

_-——/
Dear Mr. Caton:
In response to a request from Mr. Donald Gips, Deputy Chief-Office of
Plans and Policy, today U S WEST submitted to him studies of cellular
ownership at the MTA level. A copy of the material submitted to Mr. Gips
is attached to this letter.
In accordance with Section 1.1206(a)(2) of the Commission's rules, the
original and one copy of this letter, with attachments, are being filed with
your office. Acknowledgment and date of receipt of these transmittals are
requested. A duplicate of this letter is included for this purpose.

Please contact me at (202) 429-3134 should you have any questions
concerning this matter.

Sincerely,

Attachment
cc: Mr. Donald Gips (w/o attachment)



U 8 WEST, inc.

Suite 700

1020 Nineteenth Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Fa 202 2065157 ISSWEST

Eiridge A. Stafford
Exscutive Director-
Federal Reguiatory

March 31, 1994

Mr. Donald Gips

Deputy Chief, Office of Plans and Policy
. Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 822
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: MTA Ownership Analysis, GD No. 90-314

Dear Mr. Gips:

In response to your request, attached please find the MTA Ownership
Analyses done by US WEST. There are two studies in the package. The
first study is based on total pops covered by the cellular licenses. The
second study adjusts the number of pops based on the percent of each
cellular license owned by the particular entity.

Please call me if you have any questions about this material or if we can be
of further assistance to you.

Smcerely,

Attachment



MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

l |
AMERITECH
MSA/ Percent 1990 1990 % of
RSA MSA/RSA Name Ownership | Population | MTA| MTA Name MTA Pop MTA
3 |Chicago, IL 95.00%| 7,261,176 6
54 |Gary/Hammond, IN 95.00% 604,526 6
176|Springfield, IL 60.00% 189,550 6
196 |Champaign/Rantoul, IL 60.00% 173,025 6
230|Decatur, IL 60.00% 117,206 6
24 4|Kenosha, WI 79.08% 128,181 6
250Bloomington/Normal, IL 60.00% 129,180 6
27 3|{Kankakee, IL 95.00% 96,255 6
303Aurora/Elgin, IL 95.00% 39,413 6
304|Joliet, IL 95.00% 32,337 6
395|lllinois 2 31.00% 252,074 6
398 |lllinois 5 36.82% 93,061 6
399|lllinois 6 36.82% 196,556 6
400|lllinois 7 ** 36.82% 235,624 6
403|indiana 1 ** 95.00% 204,232 6
Sub-total 9,752,396 Chicago 12,098,700] 80.61%
2 3|Cincinnati, OH 52.72%| 1,452,645 7
4 0{Dayton, OH 52.72% 843,835 7
145|Hamilton, OH 52.72% 291,479 7
180|Springfield, OH 52.72% 183,567 7
588|Ohio 4 52.72% 212,256 7
592|0hio 8 52.72% 158,946 7
Sub-total 3,142,728 Cincinnati 4,716,800| 66.63%
3 1{Columbus, OH 52.72%| 1,217,150 9
591|0Ohio 7 52.72% 248,100 9
594 |Ohio 10 52.72% 164,918 9
Sub-total 1,630,168 Columbus 2,157,700] 75.55%
5 | Detroit, MI 90.73%| 4,531,636/ 13
6 8|Flint, Mi 90.73% 550,229 13
481 Michigan 10 23.00% 130,377 13
Sub-total 5,212,242 Detroit 10,030,300 51.96%
** RSA lcrosses MTA boundary; attemlpted assimrrent to most alpproprliate MTA

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

| |

AMERITECH (CONT.)
MSA/ Percent 1990 1990 % of
RSA MSA/RSA Name Ownership | Population | MTA| MTA Name MTA Pop MTA
2 8|Indianapolis, IN 27.46%| 1,249,822 17
217]Anderson, IN 27.46% 130,669 17
236{Muncie, IN 27.46% 119,659 17
247|Layfayette, IN 27.46% 130,598 17
271|Kokomo, IN 27.46% 96,946/ 17
282|Bloomington, IN 27.46% 108,978| 17
Sub-total 1,836,672 indianapolis 3,022,800| 60.76%
510|Missouri 7 ** 100.00% 157,047 19
Sub-total 157,047 Kansas City 2,933,200 5.35%
449 Kentucky 7 ** 52.72% 155,259 23
Sub-total 155,259 Louisville 3,660,500 4.36%
2 1|Milwaukee, WI 79.08%| 1,432,149| 26
1 13|Madison, WI 64.68% 367,085 26
189|Racine, W\ 79.08% 175,034/ 26
216|Janesville/Beloit, WI 64.68% 139,5610] 26
277|Sheboygan, Wi 79.08% 103,887 26
716|Wisconsin 9 71.90% 354,513 26
Sub-total 2,672,178 Milwaukee 4,558,600 56.42%
11|St. Louis, MOAL 85.00%| 2,423,560, 38
27 8|Columbia, MO 98.59% 112,379 38
511|Missouri 8 100.00% 92,590/ 38
513|Missouri 10 100.00% 83,161| 38
515|Missouri 12 100.00% 117,406/ 38
521|Missouri 18 100.00% 111,570, 38
522|Missouri 19 ** 100.00% 197,439 38
Sub-total 3,138,105 St. Louis 4,683,800| 67.00%

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA

T

|

l

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaidson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

3/29/4 2:07PM RR
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

| |
BELL ATLANTIC
MSA/ Percent 1990 1990 % of |
RSA MSA/RSA Name Ownership | Population | MTA MTA MTA Pop MTA
3 8|Providence, RI/MA 100.00% 916,270 3 B
6 3| Springfield, MA 100.00% 602,878 3
7 6New Bedford, MA 100.00% 941,601 3
624|Rhode Island 1 100.00% 87,194 3 N
Sub-total 2,547,943 Boston 9,513,100, 26.78%
613|Pennsylvania 2 100.00% 87,922 4 “‘j
Sub-total 87,922 Buffalo 2,776,100| 3.17%
6 1|Charlotte/Gastonia, NC 100.00% 770,737 5
6 7|Greenville, SC 100.00% 640,861 5
95|Columbia, SC 92.10% 453,331 5
16 6| Hickory, NC 99.30% 221,700 5
227 Anderson, SC 78.90% 145,196 5
627|South Carolina 3 100.00% 129,308 5
633|South Carolina 9 100.00% 186,013 5
Sub-total 2,547,146 Charlotte 9,847,000] 25.87%,
701|West Virginia 1 ** 100.00% 74,121 7
Sub-total 74,121 Cincinnati 4,716,800 1.57%
8 1|El Paso, TX 100.00% 591,610, 14
8 6 Albuquerque, NM 100.00% 543,896, 14
285|Las Cruces, NM 71.50% 135,510/ 14
Sub-total 1,271,016 El Paso 2,146,900] 59.20%

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA

|

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

3/29/54 2:07 PM RR

Page 3



MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

l [ ]
BELL ATLANTIC (CONT.)
1 {New York, NY 36.00%| 13,698,478/ 30 L
32|Hartford, CT 100.00%| 1,123,678] 30
4 2| Bridgeport/Fairfield, CT 100.00% 827,645/ 30 i
4 9|New Haven, CT 100.00% 804,219 30 N
6 2|New Brunswick, NJ 36.00% 671,780/ 30 L
70/Long Branch/Asbury, NJ 36.00% 553,124| 30 B
154|New London/Norwich, CT 99.00% 254,957 30 a
358|Connecticut 2 100.00% 102,525{ 30 O
550|New Jersey 1 100.00% 107,776| 30
551 |New Jersey 2 100.00% 433,203] 30 ]
552 New Jersey 3 100.00% 130,943| 30
Sub-total 18,708,328 New York 26,534,800 70.50%
4 |Philadeiphia, PA 100.00%| 4,856,881 33
58|Allentown, PA 53.10% 686,688 33
6 9| Wilmington, DE/NJMD 100.00% 578,587 33
118|Reading, PA 51.00% 336,523| 33
121{Trenton, NJ 100.00% 325,824 33
134|Atlantic City, NJ 100.00% 319,416, 33
228|Vineland, NJ 100.00% 138,053] 33
359|Deleware 1 100.00% 224,222| 33
622|Pennsylvania 11 80.00% 110,986 33
Sub-total 7,677,180 Philadelphia 8,990,100, 84.28%
26| Phoenix, AZ 100.00%| 2,122,101| 34
77|Tucson, AZ 88.20% 666,880 34
Sub-total 2,788,981 Phoenix 3,581,100| 77.88%
13|Pittsburgh, PA 92.80%| 2,097,447| 35
213|Pittsfield, MA 68.30% 139,352| 35 L
617|Pennsyivania 6 20.00% 363,436/ 35
618|Pennsyivania 7 100.00% 214,174 35
620|Pennsylvania 9 100.00% 184,901| 35
702|West Virginia 2 ** 100.00% 78,719 35
Sub-total 3,078,029 Pittsburg 4,083,000 75.39%
692|Virginia 12 ** 37.00% 164,573 37
Sub-total 164,573 Richmond 3,884,200 4.24%
** RSA Icrosses MTA boundary; attem{pted assignment to most a ropr[iate MTA

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

3/2994 2:07PM RR
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

l ||
BELL ATLANTIC (CONT.)

8 |Washington, DC 64.73%| 3,660,758, 46

14 Baltimore, MD 100.00%| 2,348,219! 46

468 Maryland 2 100.00% 399,768| 46

469(Maryland 3 100.00% 150,208| 46

691|Virginia 11 ** 38.00% 219,152| 46
Sub-total 6,778,105 Washington 7,882,300| 85.99%|

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA

l

l

1

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette;, MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

3/29/54 2:07PM RR
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

l |
BELL SOUTH
MSA/ Percent 1990 1990 % of
RSA MSA/RSA Name Ownership | Population | MTA MTA MTA Pop MTA
17|Altanta, GA 100.00%| 2,695,480 1 ]
8 8/Chattanooga, TN 62.70% 433,210 1
138{Macon, GA 100.00% 290,909 1
234|Athens, GA 100.00% 156,267 1 3
371|Georgia 1 40.00% 196,220 1
372|Georgia 2 ** 49.06% 251,641 1
373|Georgia 3 75.00% 193,219 1 B
374|Georgia 4 ** 61.96% 115,644 1
375/Georgia 5 44.94% 211,405 1
376|Georgia 6 46.62% 184,488 1
377 |Georgia 7 38.86% 126,095 1
Sub-total 4,854,578 Atlanta 7,052,700| 68.83%
41 (Birmingham, AL 100.00% 868,562 2
120/|Huntsville, AL 40.00% 363,879 2
222|Tuscaloosa, AL 100.00% 150,522 2
249|Anniston, AL 100.00% 116,034 2
272|Gadsden, AL 100.00% 99,840 2
307|Alabama 1 25.40% 318,294 2
308|Alabama 2 39.35% 121,990 2
309 Alabama 3 ** 70.95% 135,303 2
311|Alabama 5 ** 58.05% 206,735 2
Sub-total 2,381,159 Birmingham 3,257,200| 73.10%
95|Columbia, SC 85.50% 453,331 5
264 |Florencse, SC 100.00% 114,344 5
628|South Carolina 4 50.00% 202,502 5
629|South Carolina 5 50.00% 224,254 5
630/South Carolina 6 50.00% 186,339 5
Sub-total 1,180,770 Charlotte 9,847,000/ 11.99%
54|Gary/Hammond, IN 33.33% 604,526 6
131|Rockford, IL 99.00% 283,719 6
244 |Kenosha, Wi 100.00% 128,181 6
Sub-total 1,016,426 Chicago 12,098,700| 8.40%
** RSA ]crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

3/29/94 2:07PM RR
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

|

BELL SOUTH (CONT.)
116|Lexington, KY 100.00%|  348,428] 7 -

450 Kentucky 8 ** 100.00% 113,300 7
Sub-total 461,728 Cincinnati 4,716,800 9.79%)|

1 0{Houston, TX 43.75%| 3,493,644| 16

170|Galveston, TX 35.95% 217,399 16
Sub-total 3,711,043 Houston 5,221,000| 71.08%)]

2 8|Indianapolis, IN 100.00%| 1,249,822| 17

185|Terre Haute, IN 92.41% 166,578| 17
217|Anderson, IN 100.00% 130,669| 17 B

236 |Muncie, IN 93.43% 119,659| 17

247 Lafayette, IN 100.00% 130,598, 17

282|Bloomington, IN 82.28% 108,978 17
Sub-total 1,906,304 Indianapolis 3,022,800| 63.06%

5 1|Jacksonville, FL 85.76% 925,213| 18

364 |Florida 5 ** 37.17% 93,771| 18
Sub-total 1,018,984 Jacksonville 2,311,500] 44.08%

649|Tennessee 7 ** 38.96% 233,580/ 20
Sub-total 233,580 Knoxville 1,724,800| 13.54%

2|Los Angeles, CA 60.03%| 13,862,513] 22

9 7|Bakersfield, CA 100.00% 543,477 22
Sub-total 14,405,990 Los Angeles | 19,564,200] 73.63%

37|Louisville, KY 100.00% 897,948 23

448|Kentucky 6 54.92% 236,714| 23

449|Kentucky 7 ** 72.78% 155,259| 23
Sub-total 1,289,921 Louisville 3,560,500| 36.23%

" RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA

I

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

372954 2:07 PM RR
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

| l
BELL SOUTH (CONT.)
106|Jackson, MS 50.00% 395,396 24
493 |Mississippi 1 27.45% 163,934| 24
494 Mississippi 2 100.00% 230,172| 24
496 |Mississippi 4 50.00% 124,283 24
499|Mississippi 7 50.00% 173,675 24
501 |Mississippi 9 ** 21.54% 117,950 24
647|Tennessee 5 ** 69.72% 318,396|, 24
Sub-total 1,523,706 Memphis 3,470,600| 43.90%
1 2|Miami, FL 100.00%| 3,192,582| 25
7 2|West Palm Beach, FL 100.00% 863,518| 25
361|Florida 2 ** 44.90% 195,858 25
370|Florida 11 100.00% 78,024) 25
Sub-total 4,329,982 Miami 5,250,500| 82.47%
2 1 |Milwaukee, WI 100.00%| 1,432,149 26
11 3|Madison, Wi 92.50% 367,085 26
125|Appleton/Oshkosh, WI 100.00% 315,121] 26
186 Green Bay, Wi 99.01% 194,594, 26
189 |Racine, WI 88.24% 175,034| 26
216/|Janesville/Beloit, WI 79.94% 139,510/ 26
277|Sheboygan, WI 86.35% 103,887 26
711|Wisconsin 4 100.00% 111,821 26
7 16|Wisconsin 9 100.00% 354,513| 26
717|Wisconsin 10 100.00% 124,989 26
Sub-total 3,318,703 Milwaukee 4,558,600, 72.80%
4 6 Nashville/Davidson, TN 51.00% 985,026] 28
209|Clarksville, TN 51.00% 169,439, 28
651 Tennessee 9 100.00% 54,812| 28
Sub-total 1,209,277 Nashville 1,783,200 67.81%
** RSA [crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most a roprliate MTA

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

3/29/94 2:07 PM RR
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

| L[
BELLSOUTH(CONT) | | |
29(New Orleans, LA 100.00%| 1,156,383 29 B
80 Baton Rouge, LA 48.00% 528,264, 29
8 3|Mobile, AL 98.70% 476,923 29
174|Layfayette, LA 51.00% 208,7401 29 ]
458|Louisiana 5 ** 22.55% 372,532 29
459|Louisiana 6 34.77% 180,185| 29
460|Louisiana 7 66.70% 170,894| 29
Sub-total 3,093,921 New Orleans 4,927,700| 62.79%
59|Richmond, VA 72.73% 739,735; 37
Sub-total 739,735 Richmond 3,884,200) 19.04%
6 0/Orlando, FL 85.00%| 1,072,748 44
137|Melbourne, FL 85.00% 398,978 44
146 Daytona Beach, FL 85.00% 370,712| 44
363|Florida 4 35.05% 378,311 44
Sub-total 2,220,749 Tampa 5,543,000/ 40.06%
** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA
1 l |
Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

372994 2:07PM RR
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

|

|

GTE MOBILENET/ CONTEL
MSA/ Percent 1990 1990 % of
RSA MSA/RSA Name Ownership | Population | MTA MTA MTA Pop MTA
8 8/Chattanooga, TN/GA 100.00% 433,210 1
108 |Augusta, GA/SC 100.00% 396,809 1
155 |Savannah, GA 97.07% 258,060 1
Sub-total 1,088,079 Atlanta 7,052,700{ 15.43%
41|Birmingham, AL 100.00% 868,562 2
222|Tuscaloosa, AL 80.36% 150,522 2
226|Florence, AL 91.09% 131,327 2
249iAnniston, AL 100.00% 116,034 2
272|Gadsden, AL 90.00% 99,840, 2
Sub-total 1,366,285 Birmingham 3,257,200| 41.95%
133|Manchester, NH 60.00% 336,073] 3
Sub-total 336,073 Boston 9,5613,100f 3.53%
47 |Greensboro, NC 100.00% 914,232 5
7 1_| Raleigh/Durham, NC 100.00% 699,066 5
90 |Charleston, SC 100.00% 506,875 5
149 |Fayetteville, NC 99.47% 274,566 5
183 |Asheville, NC 100.00% 191,774 5
264 |Florence, SC 100.00% 114,344 5
280 |Burlington, NC 89.44% 108,213 5
218 |Wilmington, NC 47.67% 171,269 5
258 |Jacksonville, NC 47.34% 149,838/ 5
Sub-total 3,130,177 Charlotte 9,847,000/ 31.79%
96 |Fort Wayne, IN ** 65.00% 420,854 6
131|Rockford, IL 59.00% 283,719 6
Sub-total 704,573 Chicago 12,098,700 5.82%
116|Lexington, KY 100.00% 348,428 7
Sub-total 348,428 Cincinnati 4,716,800, 7.39%

|

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most alppropriate MTA
| l

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

32984 2:07PM RR
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

I

GTE MOBILENET/ CONTEL (CONT.)

16 |Cleveland, OH 92.30% 1,831,122 8

52 |Akron, OH 92.30% 657,575 8

87 |Canton, OH 92.30% 394,106 8

130 |Ene, PA 92.30% 275,572 8

136 |Lorain/Elyria, OH 92.30% 271,126 8
Sub-total 3,429,501 Cleveland 4,939,000| 69.44%

75 |Austin, TX 58.68% 781,672 10

9 |Dallas, TX 27.00% 3,949,075/ 10

292 | Sherman/Dennison, TX 27.00% 95,021] 10
Sub-total 4,825,668 Dallas 9,788,300 49.30%

289{Rapid City, SD 100.00% 103,221} 11
Sub-total 103,221 Denver 3,902,800| 2.64%

9 8| Davenport, IA 100.00% 350,861 12
Sub-total 350,861 Des Moines 2,997,600| 11.70%

81|El Paso, TX 100.00% 591,610 14

285|Las Cruces, NM 100.00% 135,510 14

8 6| Albuquerque, NM 49.00% 543,896| 14
Sub-total 1,271,016 El Paso 2,146,900| 59.20%

50 |Honolulu, HI 100.00% 836,231 15
Sub-total 836,231 Honolulu 1,120,200 74.65%

10 |Houston, TX 79.17% 3,493,644 16

101 |Beaumont, Port Arthur, TX 79.17% 361,226| 16

170 |Galveston, TX 79.17% 217,399| 16

287 |Bryan/Col. St.., TX 100.00% 121,862| 16

300 |Victoria, TX 100.00% 74,361} 16
Sub-total 4,268,492 Houston 5,221,000| 81.76%

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA
I l

|

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

372994 2:07PM RR
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

|

GTE MOBILENET/ CONTEL (CONT.)

28 |Indianapolis, IN 68.12% 1,249,822/ 17
185 |Terre Haute, IN 76.33% 166,578 17 )

217 |Anderson, IN 68.12% 130,669| 17

236 |Muncie, IN 68.12% 119,659 17

247 |Lafayette, IN 68.12% 130,598| 17

271 |Kokomo, IN 68.12% 96,946| 17

282 | Bloomington, IN 68.12% 108,978| 17
Sub-total 2,003,250 indianapolis 3,022,800/ 66.27%

7 9{Knoxville, TN 94.12% 503,662 20

85|Johnson City, TN/VA 100.00% 436,047 20
Sub-total 939,709 Knoxville 1,724,800| 54.48%

9 7|Bakersfield, CA 92.00% 543,477 22

124 |Santa Barbara, CA 51.00% 369,608 22

124|Santa Barbara, CA 39.00% 369,608 22
Sub-total 1,282,693 Los Angeles 19,564,200, 6.56%

3 7|Louisville, KY 100.00% 897,948, 23

119|Evansville, IN/KY 88.87% 310,903| 23

293|0Owaensboro, KY 88.87% 87,189 23
Sub-total 1,296,040 Louisville 3,560,500/ 36.40%

3 6 Memphis, TN/ARMS 100.00% 981,747, 24
Sub-total 981,747 Memphis 3,470,600/ 28.29%

164 |Fort Myers, FL 100.00% 335,113| 25
Sub-total 335,113 Miami 5,250,500/ 6.38%

1 5/Minneapolis, St. Paul, MN 30.00%! 2,438,203] 27
Sub-total 2,438,203 Minneapolis 6,022,400 40.49%

4 6 |Nashville, Davidson, TN 100.00% 985,026, 28

209|Clarksville, TN 100.00% 169,439| 28
Sub-total 1,154,465 Nashville 1,783,200 64.74%

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA
|

l

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaidson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

3/29/94 2:07 PM RR
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o b et 1

MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

I [ [ | _
GTE MOBILENET/ CONTEL (CONT.) |

8 3{Mobile, AL 100.00% 476,923 29
127|Pensacola, FL 100.00% 344,406| 29 ]
Sub-total 821,329 New Orieans 4,927,700 16.67%
248|Burlington, VT 100.00% 137,079] 30 ]
284 |Elmira, NY 100.00% 95,195 30 -
122|Binghamton, NY 41.00% 304,877| 30 ]

144|Orange County, NY 25.00% 307,647 30

151|Poughkespsie, NY 25.00% 259,462| 30
Sub-total 1,104,260 New York 26,534,800 4.16%

30 |Portland, OR 88.90% 1,457,344| 36

148 |Salem, OR 88.90% 278,024| 36
Sub-total 1,735,368 Portland 3,086,600/ 56.22%
4 3|{Norfolk, VA 95.01% 976,058| 37 ]
59/Richmond, VA 95.01% 739,735, 37 ]

104|Newport News, VA 95.01% 433,785| 37

235|Petersburg, VA 95.01% 125,905| 37

262 |Danville, VA 95.81% 108,711 37
157|Roanoke, VA 40.00% 228,849 37 ]
Sub-total 2,613,043 Richmond 3,884,200| 67.27%)|

33{San Antonio, TX 30.00%| 1,302,009| 40
Sub-total 1,302,009 San Antonio 3,026,500| 43.02%
7 |San Francisco, CA 85.40% 3,686,592] 41 L
27 |San Jose, CA 85.40% 1,497,577 41 B
7 4|Fresno, CA 92.00% 667,490 41 ]
111 |Vallejo/Fairfield, CA 85.40% 451,186 41 -
123 |Santa Rosa, CA 85.40% 388,222 41 ]
126 |Salinas/Seaside, CA 85.40% 355,660| 41 o
150|Visalia/Tulare, CA 92.00% 311,921| 41 ]

175 |Santa Cruz, CA 85.40% 229,734 41
Sub-total 7,588,382 San Francisco | 12,110,000{ 62.66%

]

|

** RSA crosses MTA boundary, attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA
l

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

3/29/94 2:07PM RR
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

l [ L] |

GTE MOBILENET/ CONTEL (CONT.) B

22 |Tampa, FL 100.00% | 1,966,844 44 B
114 | Lakeland, FL 100.00% 405,382| 44 B
167 |Sarasota, FL 100.00% 277,776| 44 B
211 |Bradenton, FL 100.00% 211,707| 44 o
Sub-total 2,861,709 Tampa 5,543,000 51.63%

8 Washington, DC 35.27%| 3,660,758 46 B
Sub-total 3,660,758 Washington | 7,882,300| 46.44%

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA

| l l | .

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

I

McCAW ( INCLUDES LIN) ]
MSA/ Percent 1990 1990 % of
RSA MSA/RSA Name Ownership | Population | MTA MTA MTA Pop MTA |
25|Buffalo, NY 25.00%| 1,189,288 4 ]
Sub-total 1,189,288 Buffalo 2,776,100 42.84%
130|Erie, PA 88.30% 275,572 8 N
Sub-total 275,572 Cleveland 4,939,000/ 5.58%
9 |Dallas, TX (LIN) 60.44% | 3,949,075 10
9 |Dallas, TX + 22.56%| 3,949,075| 10 -
75|Austin, TX 100.00% 781,672] 10
100{Shreveport, LA 97.50% 376,330 10 )
160|Kileen/Temple, TX 100.00% 255,301 10 ]
194|Waco, TX 100.00% 189,123] 10
206|Longview/Marshall, TX 100.00% 162,431, 10
219{Monroe, LA 80.00% 142,191] 10 ]
240|Texarkana, AR/TX 89.29% 134,098 10 ]
292|Sherman/Denison, TX 100.00% 95,021f 10 ]
Sub-total 6,085,142 Dallas 9,788,300 62.17%,
19|Denver, CO 100.00%; 1,851,389 11
117|Colorado Springs, CO 100.00% 409,482, 11
210]|Fort Collins, CO 89.84% 186,136, 11
241 Pueblo, CO 75.01% 123,051} 11
24 3|Greeley, CO 86.76% 131,821 11 O
350|Colorado 3 91.50% 233,884 11
Sub-total 2,935,763 Denver 3,902,800| 75.22%
10 |Houston, TX (LIN) 56.25% | 3,493,644| 16
170 |Galveston, TX (LIN) 32.30% 217,399 16
287|Bryan/Col. St., TX 100.00% 121,862 16
Sub-total 3,832,905 Houston 5,221,000| 73.41%)|
5 1 |Jacksonville, FL 100.00% 925,213 18 .
168|Tallahassee, FL 100.00% 247,800| 18
Sub-total 1,173,013 Jacksonville 2,311,500| 50.75%

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA
l l

!

|

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

McCAW (INCLUDES LIN) o
24/Kansas City, MO/KS + 50.00% 1,447,336/ 19 :
275|St. Joseph, MO + 45.50% 97,715| 19 B
301|Lawrence, KS + 50.00% 81,798/ 19
Sub-total 1,626,849 Kansas City | 2,933,200] 55.46%
92|Little Rock, AR 89.65%| 513,117 21 B
165|Fort Smith, AR/OK 100.00%| 219,181 21 B
182|Fayetteville, AR 100.00% 210,908| 21 N
291|Pine Bluf, AR 80.82% 85,487 21 N
Sub-total 1,028,693 Littie Rock 2,061,100] 49.91%
2 |Los Angeles, CA (LIN) 39.97% | 13,862,513] 22 N
7 3|Oxnard/Simi Valley, CA 97.63%|  669,016] 22 -
124/Santa Barbara, CA 81.66%| 369,608 22 B
343[California 8 100.00% 90,698 22
Sub-total 14,991,835 Los Angeles | 19,564,200| 76.63%
1.2|Miami, FL 100.00%] 3,192,582] 25 B
7 2|West Palm Beach, FL 100.00% 863,518 25 .
208|Fort Pierce, FL 100.00%| 251,071 25
Sub-total 4,307,171 Miami 5,250,500] 82.03%
15/Minneapolis/St. Paul, MN 100.00%| 2,438,203 27 N
198/St. Cloud, MN 69.26%| 193,921 27 |
28 8|Rochester, MN 84.13% 106,470, 27
484|Minnesota 3 100.00% 57,162] 27
Sub-total 2,795,756 Minneapolis 6,022,400/ 46.42%
174|Lafayette, LA 87.19%| 208,740] 29 -
Sub-total 208,740 New Orleans 4,927,700| 4.24%
1 [New York, NY (LIN) 93.07% | 13,698,478] 30 N
56|N. E. Pennsyivania, PA 34.26% 642,897 30
Sub-total 14,341,375 New York | 26,534,800 54.05%
4 5|Okiahoma City, OK 100.00%| 929,828 31 B
Sub-total 929,828 Oklahoma City | 1,873,200| 49.64%
]

l

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assilnrrent to most alpproprliate MTA
\

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

McCAW ( INCLUDES LIN) (CONT.)

4 |Philadelphia, PA (LIN) 49.99% | 4,856,881 33 .
Sub-total 4,856,881 Philadelphia 8,990,100 54.02%
13|Pittsburgh, PA 64.30%| 2,097,447 35
143{Johnstown, PA 100.00% 241,247 35
178|Wheeling, WV/OH 84.19% 159,301| 35
Sub-total 2,497,995 Pittsburg 4,083,000| 61.18%)|
30{Portiand, OR/WA 100.00%| 1,457,344| 36
135/Eugene/Springfield, OR 100.00% 282,912| 36 o
148|Salem, OR 91.52% 278,024| 36
229 |Medford, OR 90.78% 146,389| 36
Sub-total 2,164,669 Portland 3,086,600/ 70.13%)]
39/Salt Lake City, UT 100.00%| 1,098,828, 39 o
159|Provo/Orem, UT 92.61% 263,590, 39 ]
190|Boise, ID 88.02% 205,775, 39 .
673|Utah 1 100.00% 108,393| 39 ]
Sub-total 1,676,586 Salt Lake City | 2,592,100 64.68%]
33|San Antonio, TX 100.00%; 1,302,009, 40 o
112|Corpus Christi, TX 90.97% 349,884 40/ | 1
Sub-total 1,651,903 San Antonio 3,026,500| 54.58%

—

|

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA
|

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

I 1 | [ _
McCAW ( INCLUDES LIN) (CONT,)

7 |San Francisco, CA + 50.00%| 3,686,592| 41
27|San Jose, CA + 50.00%| 1,497,577 41 -
35/Sacramento, CA 100.00%, 1,385,107 44, | |
74 |Fresno, CA 100.00% 667,490 41 ~

93|Las Vegas, NV 100.00% 741,459 41
107|Stockton, CA 100.00% 480,628| 41
111|Vallejo/Fairfield, CA + 50.00% 451,186| 41 ]
123{Santa Rosa, CA + 45.27% 388,222| 41 o
126|Salinas/Seaside, CA+ 49.43% 355,660, 41 o
142|Modesto, CA 95.71% 370,522 41 B
150|Visalia/Tulare, CA 92.22% 311,921| 41 -
171{Reno, NV 88.26% 254,667 41 o
254|Redding, CA 87.07% 147,036 41 ]
274|Yuba City, CA 94.37% 112,643 41 L

339|California 4 24.98% 303,190] 41
Sub-total 11,123,900 San Francisco | 12,110,000] 91.86%
20/Seattle/Everett, WA 100.00%| 1,972,961 42 _
82/ Tacoma, WA 100.00% 586,203| 42 N
191|Yakima, WA 92.81% 188,823] 42 -
212{Bremerton, WA 96.70% 189,731 42 B
24 2|Olympia, WA 86.23% 161,238| 42 .
270 Bellingham, WA 87.32% 127,780/ 42 -
693|{Washington 1 100.00% 226,395 42 -
697{Washington § ** 20.00% 103,950 42 o
698/Washington 6 ** 100.00% 163,686/ 42 L
Sub-total 3,720,767 Seattle 4,440,700/ 83.79%
109/Spokane, WA 88.22% 361,364, 43 o
214|Richland, WA 100.00% 150,033] 43 -
Sub-total 511,397 Spokane 1,861,200( 27.43%
** RSA lcrosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most approprliate MTA o

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

il | ||
McCAW ( INCLUDES LIN) (CONT.)
22|Tampa, FL 100.00%| 1,966,844 44
6 0|Orlando, FL 100.00%| 1,072,748| 44 ~
114|Lakeland, FL 93.02% 405,382| 44 )
137|Melboume, FL 91.07% 398,978| 44 B
146|Daytona Beach, FL 100.00% 370,712| 44 -
167|Sarasota, FL 83.53% 277,776 44 L
211|Bradenton, FL 90.08% 211,707 44 -
245|Ocala, FL 87.27% 194,833| 44 o
Sub-total 4,898,980 Tampa 5,543,000| 88.38%|
57|Tulsa, OK 100.00% 742,320| 45 o
Sub-total 742,320 Tulsa 1,097,500| 67.64%)|
"+" Properties invoived in the PacTel/McCaw Joint Venture announced 3Q91. Ownership % B
assume consumation of deal, which is expected by 4Q93. B

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA

| | l |1 o

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Luikin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

NYNEX

MSA/ Percent 1990 1990 % of
RSA MSA/RSA Name Ownership | Population | MTA MTA MTA Pop MTA

6 |Boston, MA 100.00%| 4,029,662 3
3 8| Providence/Warwick RI/MA 100.00% 916,270 3 ]
55|Worcester, MA 100.00% 709,705 3 B

7 6{New Bedford, MA 100.00% 941,601 3
133|Manchester, NH 40.00% 336,073 3 B
152|Portiand, ME 33.00% 276,670 3 B
213/|Pittsfield, MA 80.00% 139,352 3 N

279|Lewiston/Asburn, ME 33.00% 105,259 3
464 |Maine 2 49.00% 155,356 3 B
471|Massachusetts 2 65.00% 204,456 3 -
624 Rhode Island 1 100.00% 87,194 3 O
Sub-total 7,901,598 Boston 9,513,100| 83.06%
25|Buffalo, NY + 50.00%; 1,189,288 4 o
34 Rochester, NY + 42.50%| 1,002,410 4 L
Sub-total 2,191,698 Buffalo 2,776,100/ 78.95%

1 |New York, NY 54.00%| 13,698,478| 30
4 4 Albany, NY 100.00% 829,565/ 30 |
53|Syracuse, NY + 27.50% 659,864, 30 ]
70{Long Branch/Asbury, NJ 54.00% 553,124 30 B
115/Utica/Rome, NY 30.00%| 3,196,633] 30 L
144|0Orange County, NY 45.00% 307,647} 30 3
151]|Poughkeepsie, NY 45.00% 259,462 30 L
266 Glens Falls, NY 100.00% 118,639 30 L
559(New York 1 + 20.00% 249,713| 30 B
563|New York 5 44.00% 374,182 30 -
564 {New York 6 33.33% 107,721{ 30 .
Sub-total 20,354,928 New York 26,534,800| 76.71%|

6 2|New Brunswick, NJ 54.00% 671,780 33
Sub-total 671,780 Philadelphia 8,990,100 7.47%

"+" Properties involved in the NYNEX/Rochester Telephone joint venture in upstate New York.

Ownership % assume consumation of the deal (est. late 1993)

|

I

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA

|

Il

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

PACTEL

MSA/ Percent 1990 1990 % of
RSA MSA/RSA Name Ownership | Population | MTA MTA MTA Pop MTA
17|Atlanta, GA 100.00%; 2,695,480 1 .
234 |Athens, GA 86.84% 156,267 1 B

373|Georgia 3 100.00% 193,219 1
374|Georgia 4 ** 100.00% 115,644 1 o
Sub-total 3,160,610 Atlanta 7,052,700| 44.61%
23|Cincinnati, OH + 50.00%| 1,452,645{ 7 N
4 0/Dayton, OH 50.00% 843,835 7 N
145|Hamilton/Middleton, OH + 49.80% 291,479 7 o
180|Springfield, OH + 44.61% 183,567 7 -
592|Ohio 8 + ** 50.00% 158,946| 7 o
Sub-total 2,930,472 Cincinnati 4,716,800| 62.13%
16|Cleveland, OH + 50.00%| 1,831,122 8 -
52|Akron, OH + 50.00% 657,575 8 -
87|Canton, OH + 50.00% 394,106, 8 ]

136|Loraine/Elyria, OH + 50.00% 271,126/ 8

23 1{Mansfield, OH + 50.00% 126,137 8
587|Ohio 3 + 50.00% 99,821 8 _
Sub-total 3,379,887 Cleveland 4,939,000 68.43%
31/Columbus, OH + 50.00%| 1,217,150, 9 -
Sub-total 1,217,150 Columbus 2,157,700| 56.41%

5 | Detroit, M| + 50.00%| 4,531,636, 13
4 8|Toledo, OH + 50.00% 787,737] 13 ]

6 4|Grand Rapids, M! + 50.00% 688,399| 13
6 8|Flint, MI + 50.00% 550,229, 13 -

7 8|Lansing, Ml + 50.00% 489,698 13 i

94|Saginaw, Mi + 50.00% 399,320 13 i
158|Lima, OH + 50.00% 218,623| 13 o

181 Muskegon, Mi + 59.95% 181,437/ 13
Sub-total 7,847,079 Detroit 10,030,300{ 78.23%|

"* RSA crosses MTA boundary, attempted assignment to most alpprog?ate MTA
| l

B

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA

312994 207 PM RR

Page 21



MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

L
PACTEL (CONT.) B
588/0Ohio 4 + 50.00% 212,256| 17 -
Sub-total 212,256 Indianapolis 3,022,800, 7.02%
24 Kansas City, MO/KS # 50.00%| 1,447,336f 19 B
179|Topeka, KS (2) 78.00% 192,129] 19 B
275(St. Joseph, MO # 43.50% 97,715 19 _
301 [Lawrence, KS # 50.00% 81,798| 19 -
Sub-total 1,818,978 Kansas City 2,933,200| 62.01%
2|Los Angeles, CA 84.00%| 13,862,513] 22
18;San Diego, CA 100.00%| 2,498,016 22
7 3/Oxnard/Simi Valley, CA 50.00% 669,016| 22 .
93|Las Vegas, NV 27.79% 741,459! 22 ]
546/Neveda 4 ** 50.00% 25,600| 22 -
547|Neveda 5 100.00% 13,039| 22
Sub-total 17,809,643 Los Angeles | 19,564,200| 91.03%
7 |San Francisco, CA # 47.00%; 3,686,592 41
27|San Jose, CA # 47.00%| 1,497,577| 41 ]
35|Sacramento, CA 49.88%| 1,355,107 41
107|Stockton, CA 49.88% 480,628| 41
11 1|Vallejo/Fairfieid, CA # 50.00% 451,186/ 41 -
123|Santa Rosa, CA # 40.19% 388,222| 41 .
126Salinas/Monterey, CA # 42.97% 355,660] 41 3
142{Modesto, CA 49.88% 370,522| 41
171]|Reno, NV 49.88% 254,667, 41 _
215/Chico, CA 49.88% 182,120 41 ]
254 |Redding, CA 48.43% 147,036 41 N
274|Yuba City, CA 49.88% 112,643| 41 ]
337|California 2 ** 25.00% 57,015 41 L
343|California 8 49.88% 90,698 41 N
345|California 10 49.88% 81,828 41 .
544 Neveda 2 50.00% 41,343| 41 -
545/Neveda 3 49.88% 90,607 41
Sub-total 9,643,451 San Francisco | 12,110,000 79.€3%

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA
L | |

!

l

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA
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MTA Ownership Analysis (Total Population)

[ ]
PACTEL (CONT.) B
89|Wichita, KS (2) 100.00%|  454,242] 47 T
Sub-total 454,242 Wichita 1,125,200] 40.37%

"+" Properties involved in the PacTel/CCl Joint Venture in Michigan and Ohio

"#" Properties involved in the PacTel/McCaw Joint Venture announced 3 Q91. Ownership %

assume consumation of the deal, which is expected by 4Q93.

| I

** RSA crosses MTA boundary; attempted assignment to most appropriate MTA

| I | I

Information Sources: Ownership - Donaldson, Lufkin, Jenrette; MTA - Rand McNally; MSA/RSA names,numbers - CTIA
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